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Abstract  Sleep is a potential early, modifiable risk 
factor for cognitive decline and dementia. Impaired 
slow wave sleep (SWS) is pronounced in individu-
als with cognitive impairment (CI). Cognitive decline 
and impairments of SWS are bi-directionally linked in 
a vicious cycle. SWS can be enhanced non-invasively 
using phase-locked acoustic stimulation (PLAS), 
potentially breaking this vicious cycle. Eighteen 
healthy older adults (HC, agemean±sd, 68.3 ± 5.1) and 
16 older adults (agemean±sd, 71.9 ± 3.9) with CI (Mon-
treal Cognitive Assessment ≤ 25) underwent one 
baseline (sham-PLAS) night and three consecutive 
stimulation nights (real-PLAS). EEG responses and 
blood-plasma amyloid beta Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio were 
measured pre- and post-intervention, as was episodic 
memory. The latter was again evaluated 1 week and 

3 months after the intervention. In both groups, PLAS 
induced a significant electrophysiological response 
in both voltage- and time–frequency analyses, and 
memory performance improved in association with 
the magnitude of this response. In the CI group, both 
electrophysiological and associated memory effects 
were delayed compared to the healthy group. After 
3 intervention nights, electrophysiological response 
to PLAS was no longer different between CI and HC 
groups. Only in the CI sample, stronger electrophysi-
ological responses were significantly associated with 
improving post-intervention Aβ42/Aβ40 ratios. PLAS 
seems to improve SWS electrophysiology, memory, 
and amyloid dynamics in older adults with CI. How-
ever, effects on memory require more time to unfold 
compared to healthy older adults. This indicates that 
PLAS may become a potential tool to ameliorate 
cognitive decline, but longer interventions are nec-
essary to compensate for declining brain integrity. 
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This study was pre-registered (clinicaltrials.gov: 
NCT04277104).
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Introduction

As we get older, sleep tends to worsen [1]. Impaired 
sleep has many negative health consequences [2, 3] 
and contributes to a deterioration in neurocognitive 
domains such as attention and memory and is over-
all associated with an increased risk of developing 
dementia [4–6]. Older adults with sleep problems 
are more likely to develop mild cognitive impairment 
(MCI) and Alzheimer’s disease (AD) [7, 8].

Impaired slow-wave sleep (SWS, the deepest sleep 
stage) affects up to two-thirds of individuals with 
dementia [9]. Electrophysiologically, SWS is char-
acterized by the prevalence of slow wave- (~ 1  Hz), 
delta- (1–4 Hz), and sleep spindle activity (12–16 Hz; 
[10–12]. The interplay of these oscillatory compo-
nents during SWS is important for memory con-
solidation [13, 14]. In older adults (especially with 
MCI or AD), slow wave (SW) activity significantly 
decreases, exhibiting lower amplitudes, shallower 
slopes, and fewer overall wave events [15, 16].

Amyloid-beta (Aβ) can be a potential mediator of the 
link between SWS and cognitive decline. Aβ plaques 
and neurofibrillary tangles are biomarkers of AD 
[17–22] and contribute significantly to the development 
of sleep problems during both the preclinical and clini-
cal stages of AD. A single night of SWS deprivation 
can significantly increase the Aβ burden in the brain 
(which cannot be compensated in subsequent nights 
[23]). Reversely, Aβ has been shown to disrupt SWS 
[23–26]. This bi-directional connection results in a 
self-sustaining vicious cycle where less SWS increases 
Aβ, and more Aβ interrupts SWS [21]. Because both 
the accumulation of Aβ starts up to 20  years before 
the onset of cognitive symptoms [27, 28] and impaired 
SWS also commonly starts long before cognitive symp-
toms can be recognized [29, 30], early intervention is 
crucial to prevent this vicious cycle.

Recently, phase-locked acoustic stimulation (PLAS) 
during sleep has been discussed as a promising, non-
invasive intervention to enhance SW activity. PLAS 

algorithms detect slow waves (SWs) and synchronize 
the presentation of acoustic stimuli to the peak of natu-
rally occurring SWs, which induces more SW activ-
ity—acting like a pacemaker [31]. In younger adults, 
PLAS can enhance SW activity and lead to down-
stream memory improvements after 1 night [32]. In 
older individuals, these effects are not reliably seen 
after one stimulation session—multiple stimulation 
nights seem to be required to compensate for age-
related reductions in SWS and memory performance, 
as we showed in previous studies [33–37].

Here, we set out to investigate the feasibility and 
efficacy of PLAS in a predementia sample of older 
individuals with cognitive impairment, compared to 
a healthy group, to investigate if PLAS can improve 
SWS (specifically increase slow wave-, delta-, and 
sleep spindle activity) in this sample and if there are 
effects on memory or Aβ ratio changes. Our assump-
tion was that (a) there would still be sufficiently many 
SW events to induce significant PLAS effects in the 
EEG (based on previous research; Wunderlin et  al., 
2023, 2024) in a sample of older adults with cogni-
tive impairments and (b.) it is still possible to improve 
memory and Aβ clearance with PLAS.

Methods

Participants

Participants were recruited by advertisements in 
regional newspapers. Inclusion criteria were age 
between 60 and 80 years, native (or comparably flu-
ent) German speakers without dementia, normal or 
corrected-to-normal vision, and unimpaired hearing. 
Participants were divided into two groups based on 
their performance on the Montreal Cognitive Assess-
ment (MoCA) [38, 39]. Participants with a MoCA 
score ≤ 25 were allocated to the cognitively impaired 
(CI) group, and those with a score > 25 to the healthy 
group (HC) [38]. In addition to showing subopti-
mal MoCA scores, individuals in the CI group all 
reported subjective cognitive decline and concerns 
about it.

Exclusion criteria were impaired hearing and sleep 
disorders assessed via the Berlin questionnaire [40] 
and the Regensburg insomnia scale [41]. Individuals 
with irregular sleep patterns, pre-existing neurological 
or psychiatric conditions such as depression assessed 
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via the geriatric depression scale [42], and the intake 
of psychotropic drugs or sleep-dependent medication 
were excluded as well. A telephone screening and an 
adaptation/screening night in the sleep laboratory at 
UPD Bern were conducted to ensure suitability. To 
this end, participants were screened by a trained sleep 
rater for sleep quality–based exclusion criteria, like 
restless legs syndrome, sleep apnea, and sleep-related 
respiratory issues.

Participants completed questionnaires to evaluate 
their chronotype using the morningness-eveningness-
questionnaire [43], face recognition ability using the 
P-20 questionnaire [44], quality-of-life measures using 
the SF-36 questionnaire [45], and self-reported sleep 
quality levels assessed via the Pittsburgh Sleep Quality 
Index [46]. All participants gave their written informed 
consent before participation. The study was approved 
by the ethics committee, and an incentive of 400 CHF 
was given to participants for completing the study.

We included 34 older adults in this study (age 
[M ± SD] = 70.02 ± 4.91; 20 female). Sixteen older 
adults (6 female) were allocated to the CI group, and 
18 older adults (14 female) in the healthy group. Data 
from 18 participants have previously been reported 
[36]. Our study size is comparable with previous 
studies [31, 36, 37], whereas our CI group is almost 
double the size of previous research with amnestic 
MCI [47].

The general characteristics and sleep architecture 
of the participants are displayed in Tables  1 and 2. 
The group allocation was not balanced in relation to 
gender (χ2(1, N = 34) = 4.13, p = 0.042). The healthy 
group scored significantly higher on the MoCA 
(healthy [M ± SD], 27.94 ± 1.43; CI, 23.25 ± 1.57; 
t(32) = 9.112, p =  < 0.001) and was significantly 
younger than the CI group (healthy, 68.33 ± 5.13; 
CI, 71.94 ± 3.99; t(32) =  − 2.264, p = 0.03). Thus, we 
included gender and age as covariates in our main 
analyses, i.e., regressions of PLAS-induced physi-
ological response on memory performance and blood 
plasma Aβ levels (see Online Resource 1).

Study design and material

Participants spent 5 nights in the sleep laboratory 
at UPD Bern (see Fig.  1): an adaptation/screen-
ing night (without PLAS), a baseline night (with 
sham-PLAS), and 3 experimental nights (with real-
PLAS). During the adaptation/screening night, full 

polysomnography was recorded to screen for poten-
tial sleep-based exclusion criteria. After the adapta-
tion/screening night, participants spent 1 recovery 
night at home. The remaining 4 nights followed 
consecutively. In the evening of the baseline night, 
a hearing test was completed where PLAS volume 
was set to the individual hearing threshold plus a 
fixed volume, resulting in an average PLAS sound 
pressure level of 50  dB as measured at the head-
bands’ integrated speakers. Before each experimen-
tal night, the calibrated presentation volume was 
retested and recalibrated if necessary.

During all nights in the laboratory, participants 
wore a 128-channel MicroCel Geodesic Sensor 
net (400 series Geodesic EEG System™, Electri-
cal Geodesics, Inc.) recording Electroencephalog-
raphy (EEG), a headband with speakers for the 
stimulation (sleepphones®, AcousticSheep LLC), 

Table 1   Characteristics of participants

The mean and standard deviation of relevant parameters 
are provided for both groups (HC healthy, CI cognitively 
impaired), except for gender variables, where counts are pro-
vided. An X2-test was used to compare the gender of the two 
groups, and t-tests were used for other parameters. Education 
was operationalized as a categorial variable expressing the 
highest educational level achieved (from 1 = primary school 
to 4 = university). SF-36 PH and SF-36 MH are quality-of-
life measures focusing on physical health and mental health, 
respectively, ranging from 0 (very bad) to 100 (perfect qual-
ity of life). The Apnoea-Hypopnoea-Index (AHI) was used to 
exclude sleep apnea, and the Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index 
(PSQI) was used to measure subjective sleep quality (a lower 
score stands for better subjective sleep quality). For base-
line plasma Aβ42/Aβ40, lower ratios indicate a higher risk of 
developing AD

HC group CI group

M SD M SD p

Male 4 10
Female 14 6 .04
MoCA score 27.94 1.43 23.25 1.57  < .001
Age 68.33 5.13 71.94 3.99 .03
Education 3.22 1.06 3.31 0.95 .8
P-20 40.11 14.5 40.19 13.93 .99
SF-36 PH 51.44 5.96 51.13 3.13 .85
SF-36 MH 55.1 4.92 54.36 7.11 .72
AHI 8.3 7.51 9.37 9.83 .73
PSQI 3.83 2.04 5.125 3.01 .17
Baseline plasma 

Aβ42/Aβ40
0.069 .010 .070 .006 .73
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and a two-electrode electrocardiogram (ECG). All 
measurements except the EEG were recorded on 
a Physio16 input box (Electrical Geodesics, Inc. 
EGI, Eugene, OR, USA).

Participants were instructed to follow their reg-
ular circadian rhythm and keep it constant over 
the 5 nights. In the evening and in the morning 
of each night, participants completed the Stanford 

Sleepiness Scale [48], the Tiredness Symptoms 
Scale [49], and a sleep diary [50].

Sleep scoring and acoustic stimulation

A sleep rater scored sleep stages according to the cri-
teria by the American Academy of Sleep Medicine 
[51] for all recorded nights.

Table 2   Changes in sleep architecture in the HC and CI groups

Mean values of the sleep architectural parameters per night (baseline (BL) and experimental nights E1–E3) and per group (cogni-
tively impaired (CI) and healthy (HC)). Sleep stages N1, N2, N3. and REM as well as wake time (W) and sleep latency (SL) are 
expressed in minutes
TST total sleep time (in minutes), SE sleep efficiency (percentage of sleep relative to the minutes spent in bed), WASO wake time 
after sleep onset (in minutes)

BL E1 E2 E3

CI HC CI HC CI HC CI HC

N1 109.310 91.970 109.750 88.777 105.406 89.833 98.687 91.166
N2 170.343 154.944 163 183.277 178.375 167.527 188.093 177.305
N3 18.8125 38.4444 19.281 32.333 18.968 40.583 16.437 40.611
REM 44.625 45.666 47.7812 61.861 49.718 60.611 55.437 65.277
W 148.531 128.222 147.968 118.694 119.687 106.638 129.906 108.111
TST 343.093 331.027 339.812 366.250 352.468 358.555 358.656 374.361
SL 13.2187 17.805 17.375 14.861 11.156 16.777 11.093 17.027
SE 70.219 73.399 69.755 75.701 75.032 77.454 73.576 77.902
WASO 135.968 110.916 131.093 104.333 109.031 90.361 119.312 91.583

Fig. 1   Study procedure. All participants of this study (healthy 
control, HC, and cognitively impaired (CI)) spent 5 nights in 
the sleep laboratory including a phase-locked auditory stimula-
tion (PLAS) paradigm. First, an adaptation night served as a 
screening night for sleep pathologies, with full polysomnog-
raphy (including leg electromyography, chest and abdomi-
nal belts, airflow sensors, and oximetry), but no PLAS was 
applied. After 1 night at home, participants slept in the sleep 
laboratory for 4 consecutive nights (a baseline night and 3 
experimental nights, E1 through E3). In the morning after the 

baseline (sham-PLAS) night, a pre-intervention blood sample 
was collected. During the 3 experimental nights, real-PLAS 
was applied. Every evening and morning, participants per-
formed a face-occupation-association memory task (FOA task, 
t0–t5), with t0 serving as the baseline assessment before the 
stimulation nights. In the morning after the third experimen-
tal night, a post-intervention blood sample was collected. As 
follow-ups (FU), the FOA task was reassessed at 1 week (FU1, 
t6) and 3 months (FU2, t7) after the intervention
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To detect SWs online and precisely apply sound 
presentations phase-locked to the peak of SWs, we 
used a template-based algorithm described elsewhere 
in more detail [52, 53]. In brief, the online algo-
rithm analyzes rising voltage in frontal channels and 
computes topographic correlation with a canonical 
template map of a SW-peak within the most recent 
120 ms of data. If both voltage and correlation with 
the topographic template are clearly rising during 
this 120 ms (specifically, if the average of the sign of 
the first derivative of both voltage and correlation to 
the topographic template across the 120  ms of data 
were larger than 0.75), a peak prediction is scored. 
During real-PLAS, a 50-ms pink noise sound is then 
presented after a delay calibrated to coincide with the 
predicted SW peak (typically ~ 50 ms). During sham-
PLAS (baseline night), sham markers were set by the 
algorithm but no sound was played.

Amyloid beta (Aβ)

In the morning, after the baseline night (pre-inter-
vention) and the third experimental night (post-
intervention, PI), blood samples were collected, 
instantaneously centrifuged, and stored at − 80  °C. 
The samples were sent to the Amsterdam University 
Medical Center (NL) for analysis. Using N4PE Simoa 
immunoassays (IA-N4PE) plasma-amyloid beta 1–42 
(Aβ42) and 1–40 (Aβ40) isoforms were quantified 
(commercially available from Quanterix, Billerica, 
Massachusetts; [54, 55]). Lower Aβ42/Aβ40 ratios in 
the blood are associated with a higher risk of devel-
oping MCI or AD [56]. Aβ42/Aβ40 ratios were cal-
culated pre- and post-intervention. To analyze plasma 
Aβ42/Aβ40 response to treatment, a difference score 
(from pre- to post-intervention) was calculated. A 
more positive difference score is indicative of a ben-
eficial response to treatment in Aβ dynamics due to 
more Aβ being removed from the brain and trans-
ported into the bloodstream [57].

Face‑occupation associations (FOA) task

The face-occupation association task (FOA task) [36, 
37] assesses cumulative (repeated) hippocampus-
dependent episodic memory performance, allowing 
the repeated observation of the same memory traces 
across multiple sessions. The FOA stimuli consisted 
of 20 female and 20 male faces, which were randomly 

paired with 20 occupations (each occupation was 
repeated once as female and once as male variant). 
The faces were selected from a database of artificially 
created faces using generative adversarial networks 
[58]. They were comparable in terms of perceived 
age, income, attractiveness, and recognizability [36]. 
Each participant was assigned an individual and ran-
dom association of the 40 faces with the 20 occupa-
tions, resulting in a unique set of FOA stimuli per 
participant.

The FOA stimuli were presented for initial encod-
ing during two runs on the evening before the first 
experimental night (see Fig.  1, t0 as baseline). Par-
ticipants were instructed to focus on the screen and to 
memorize as many associations as possible. Stimuli 
were presented in a randomized order for each run. 
Faces were presented to the left and occupations to 
the right of a fixation cross. Each stimulus was pre-
sented for 5000  ms with an inter-stimulus interval 
of 500  ms (black screen). After the second encod-
ing run, an immediate cued recall started. The faces 
were shown alone, one by one, in randomized order, 
and participants were instructed to verbally commu-
nicate the corresponding occupations at a self-paced 
speed. Responses were recorded and subsequently 
transcribed offline after the sessions. This immedi-
ate recall served as a baseline measure (see Fig. 2A, 
t0). Cued recall was tested each evening and morning 
throughout the experimental nights (t1–t5) and at the 
two follow-up measurements (t6, t7), with the faces 
being presented randomly each time. Visual feedback 
showing the correct answer was provided during all 
recall trials, except for the post-intervention session 
(t5) and both follow-up sessions (t6, t7). Feedback 
served as additional learning runs, gradually improv-
ing performance. The number of stimuli (40) was cal-
ibrated to allow the mapping of naturalistic learning 
curves, preventing ceiling effects post-intervention 
[36, 37]. To analyze memory gains, we subtracted 
performance at baseline (t0) from performance at 
each subsequent cued recall session (t1–t7).

Statistical analysis

The data analysis was conducted using RStudio (ver-
sion 22.07.1) available at https://​daili​es.​rstud​io.​com/​
versi​on/​2022.​07.1+​554/, and MATLAB (version 
R2022b, The MathWorks, Natick, Massachusetts) 
using the Toolboxes FieldTrip [59] and EEGLAB 

https://dailies.rstudio.com/version/2022.07.1+554/
https://dailies.rstudio.com/version/2022.07.1+554/
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[60]. The raw EEG data was down-sampled to 200 Hz 
and preprocessed with the PREP pipeline [61]. 
Fieldtrip’s automatic artifact rejection pipeline was 
used for detecting high-frequency (HF) noise, muscle 
artifacts, and signal jumps as well as bad channels. 
All EEG analyses were based on non-REM sleep 
stage 2 and SWS.

PLAS‑induced electrophysiological responses based 
on event‑related potentials and spectral perturbations

PLAS-induced electrophysiological responses were 
evaluated using event-related potentials (ERPs) and 
event-related spectral perturbations (ERSPs) for 
each group and each experimental night locked to 
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PLAS markers. The ERPs were calculated by epoch-
ing the data around the stimuli between − 1.5 and 3 s 
and were baseline-corrected by subtracting the mean 
signal of the whole epoch from each time point. For 
statistical differences between the experimental and 
baseline nights, we used non-parametric permutation 
tests (p < 0.05) as implemented in the FieldTrip Tool-
box [59].

To quantify the individual electrophysiologi-
cal response to real-PLAS, we calculated weighted 
means of the voltage difference of experimental 
and baseline nights in electrode Fz at 1–1.5 s post-
stimulus (where the occurrence of PLAS-induced 
peaks is expected and visually confirmed, see Fig. 3 
and Wunderlin et  al. (2023, 2024). To account for 
varying numbers of applied stimulations across 
experimental nights, we used the number of stim-
ulations per experimental night as weights for the 
calculation of the average induced electrophysi-
ological response [36, 37]. The weighted mean of 
the voltage difference between experimental nights 
and baseline nights (= individual electrophysiologi-
cal response) was used in linear regression models 
to predict Aβ response and memory performance. 
To account for potential age and gender effects, we 
calculated additional linear regression models with 
these two covariates and compared the two models, 
with and without covariates.

Based on previous findings [36, 37] we analyzed 
spectral responses to PLAS. ERSPs were calcu-
lated using Morlet wavelet transforms. We focused 
on epochs of − 1.5 and 2.5  s for the frequency range 
between 0.5 and 20 Hz. The time window from 2 to 
2.5  s exhibited the least amount of spectral activity 
and was therefore used as the baseline. For statistical 
differences between the experimental and baseline 
nights, we again used non-parametric permutation 
tests as implemented in the FieldTrip Toolbox [59]. 
To visualize the magnitude of spectral perturbations 
of experimental vs. baseline nights, we plotted the 
proportion of channels exhibiting a significant differ-
ence between baseline and experimental nights at each 
time–frequency bin (see clusters in Fig. 3B and D).

To test the individual electrophysiological response 
to real-PLAS in the time–frequency representation, 
power values from significant time–frequency bins 
were extracted. Analogously to the ERP-based elec-
trophysiological response value, for specific time-
electrode-frequency bands, we subtracted the median 
power in the baseline night from the median power 
in each experimental night and calculated weighted 
means using the number of stimulations per night as 
weights. The time-electrode-frequency bands were 
based on the timing of the induced peak and trough 
within the stimulation window (0.5–1 s, 1–5 s), across 
specific frequency bands (0.75–1.5 Hz = slow waves, 
1–4  Hz = delta, 4–8  Hz = theta, 12–16  Hz = spindle, 
16–20  Hz = beta) and electrodes (13 centroparietal 
electrodes centered around Cz for spindle power and 
17 frontal electrodes around Fz for all other bands). 
The weighted mean of these power differences 
between experimental nights and baseline nights 
(= individual electrophysiological response) was 
again used in linear regression models to predict Aβ 
response and memory performance.

Finally, to test whether the electrophysiologi-
cal response to PLAS is consistent across all nights 
or whether on the contrary there are potential lin-
ear increasing/decreasing trends, we calculated 
the absolute summed activity of each experimen-
tal night relative to the baseline night in the spec-
tral response. To achieve this, we first masked each 
participant’s time–frequency power matrices (from 
the ERSP analyses) by the group-level significant 
clusters, per experimental night. We then further 
restricted the resulting mask to the post-stimulation 

Fig. 2   Memory performance across the intervention period. 
A The progression of the mean (± SD) memory perfor-
mance of the healthy (in blue) and cognitively impaired (CI, 
in orange) groups for each time point of the face-occupation 
association (FOA)-task (t0 = baseline, t1–t4 = during inter-
vention, t5 = post-intervention, t6 = 1-week follow-up (FU1), 
t7 = 3-month follow-up (FU2)). The light blue bars behind the 
curves indicate when experimental nights (E1–E3) occurred. 
The healthy group performed significantly better in this 
task compared to the CI group at all time points (*p < .05; 
**p < .01; ***p < .001). B Electrophysiological response to 
PLAS (magnitude of induced second slow-wave peak) predicts 
FOA memory performance (baseline-corrected) after 3 nights 
of intervention (post-intervention; t5), after 1 week (follow-up 
1; FU1), and after 3 months (follow-up 2; FU2) for the whole 
sample (black dashed line). In the healthy group (blue line), 
t5 and FU1 exhibit a significant association with FU2 reach-
ing trend level, and in the CI group (orange line), only FU2 
exhibits a significant association, illustrating a delayed effect of 
PLAS on memory in cognitively impaired individuals. Includ-
ing age and gender as covariates in these linear regression 
models did not meaningfully change the results (see Online 
Resource 1)

◂
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time window (0–2.5  s) and frequencies between 0 
and 16  Hz. Next, we extracted the power (in dB) 
of the experimental- divided by baseline nights, 
as absolute values (negative and positive clus-
ters valued the same), of each time–frequency bin 
in the mask. After we excluded bins with division 
results > 1.5 SD away from the individual mean 
and summed up all remaining bins per experimen-
tal night. This yielded a value, per participant and 
experimental night, of the summed, PLAS-evoked 
activity, capturing both the height (peak differ-
ences) and width (cluster extents) of induced spec-
tral activity. Next, for each experimental group, we 
calculated linear regression analyses using con-
secutive experimental nights as predictors for the 
summed activity, to test for linear trends in elec-
trophysiological response across the intervention 
period. Additionally, we tested the summed activity 
of each experimental night between groups using 
independent t-tests.

Results

Sleep architecture

No baseline values of the sleep architecture dif-
fered significantly between the two groups. Differ-
ence scores as measures for changes in sleep archi-
tecture between the two groups were calculated by 
collapsing all experimental nights and subtracting 
the baseline night’s value. A Holm–Bonferroni-cor-
rected t-test between the CI and healthy group was 
calculated for all difference scores. The difference 
scores were further tested against zero within the 
groups (Holm–Bonferroni corrected) to determine 
whether there were differences between the experi-
mental and the baseline nights. The time spent in 

each sleep stage, total sleep time (TST), the propor-
tion of sleep in relation to time spent in bed (sleep 
efficiency, SE), time spent awake after first fall-
ing asleep (WASO), and subjective sleep quality 
are summarized in Table 2. None of the difference 
scores (experimental–baseline) statistically differed 
from zero in either group, and no sleep character-
istics differed significantly between the two groups 
(all adjusted p > 0.5).

Electrophysiological response to PLAS: induced 
second slow‑wave peak

Figure  3A and C shows the ERP of the baseline 
night (black line) and all experimental nights 
(red lines) with an induced trough around 0.5–1 s 
and, indeed, an induced second SW peak around 
1–1.5  s after the stimulation (0  s) for the healthy 
group (Fig.  3A) and the CI group (Fig.  3C). The 
gray bars behind the curves in the ERPs of Fig. 3 
show clusters of significant difference between 
experimental and baseline nights (p < 0.05). These 
time windows represent the electrophysiologi-
cal response to PLAS. Visually, the electrophysi-
ological response seems to get stronger (i.e., larger 
differences, wider and more numerous clusters of 
difference in gray) across the experimental nights 
in the CI group but stays stable over the three 
experimental nights in the healthy group. For a 
formalized analysis of this apparent development, 
see below (section “Delayed electrophysiological 
effect in CI group”).

PLAS‑induced electrophysiological response predicts 
amyloid beta (Aβ) response to treatment

To investigate the effect of PLAS on Aβ response to 
treatment, we regressed PLAS-induced electrophysi-
ological response (i.e., the magnitude, or averaged 
voltage, of the induced second SW peak) onto the 
Aβ difference score (Aβ 42/40 ratio post–pre inter-
vention). While no significant effect occurred across 
all 34 participants (F(1,26) = 0.50, adj. R2 =  − 0.02, 
p = 0.48), nor in healthy participants (F(1,11) = 0.46, 
adj. R2 =  − 0.05, p = 0.51), a stronger induced second 
SW peak correlated with a beneficial Aβ42/Aβ40 
ratio change in the CI group (F(1,13) = 7.66, adj. 
R2 = 0.32, p = 0.02, Fig. 4).

Fig. 3   Cluster-based event-related potentials (ERP) and 
event-related spectral perturbations (ERSP). A and C ERP of 
the healthy- and the cognitively impaired (CI) group in each 
experimental night (E1, E2, and E3). Significant clusters in the 
ERP (p < 0.05) are shown as gray bars behind the curves. The 
second induced slow wave (SW) peak is highlighted in orange 
for visual inspection. B and D Significant ERSP clusters of 
the healthy and CI groups in each experimental night (E1, E2, 
and E3) vs. the baseline night (p < 0.01). Positive clusters are 
shown in red (i.e., increased activity in experimental vs. base-
line night), and negative clusters are in blue (i.e., decreased 
activity in experimental vs. baseline night)

◂
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Fig. 4   Electrophysiological response predicts amyloid-beta 
42/40 improvement. A Spaghetti plot of each participant’s 
(healthy in blue, CI in orange) Aβ42/Aβ40 ratio at baseline 
(pre-intervention) and after the intervention of 3-night PLAS 
(post-intervention). B Linear regressions with Aβ42/Aβ40 
change scores (post- to pre-intervention, where a higher score 
represents a beneficial development) and the induced second 
slow-wave peak were calculated. The black line is the over-

all intervention effect for all stimulated participants, the blue 
line is the linear regression of the healthy group alone, and 
the orange line is the linear regression of the CI group alone. 
Effect sizes are indicated using adjusted R.2 values. Includ-
ing age and gender as covariates in these linear regression 
models did not meaningfully change the results (see Online 
Resource 1)
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Importantly, Aβ42/Aβ40 ratios at baseline (pre-
stimulation) did not significantly predict the induced 
second SW peak in either group, indicating that the 
change in amyloid dynamics from pre- to post-inter-
vention was specific to PLAS.

Delayed memory effect in the CI group

Performance in the FOA task before the first exper-
imental night (see Fig.  2A, t0) served as a baseline 
memory assessment. At baseline, the healthy group 
performed significantly better than the CI group 
(healthy [M ± SD], 13.11 ± 4.43; CI, 9.38 ± 4.70, 
t(32) = 2.37, p = 0.012). This pattern continued 
throughout the intervention: In the morning after the 
third experimental night (E3, healthy, 29.05 ± 5.67; 
CI, 18.01 ± 5.90, t(32) = 3.68, p < 0. 001), at the 
1-week follow-up (FU1, healthy, 26.39 ± 5.92; 
CI, 13.69 ± 4.70, t(32) = 3.13, p < 0.001), and the 
3-month follow-up (FU2, healthy, 14.52 ± 6.88; CI, 
6.56 ± 4.23, t(32) = 3.13, p = 0.04), the healthy group 
outperformed the CI group (Fig. 2A).

To investigate the downstream effect of PLAS on 
memory, we regressed PLAS-induced electrophysi-
ological response (i.e., the magnitude of the induced 

second SW peak) onto memory performance at t5 
(post-intervention) and at the two follow-ups (FUs, 
Fig.  2B). We compared these regression models 
with regression models including age and gender as 
covariates (see Online Resource 1). Electrophysi-
ological response predicted memory post-intervention 
(Ft5(1,31) = 6.72, adj. R2 = 0.15, p = 0.01), and this rela-
tionship was stable at the 1-week (FFU1(1,31) = 11.42, 
adj. R2 = 0.24, p = 0.002) and 3-month follow-ups 
(FFU2(1,31) = 12.34, adj. R2 = 0.26, p = 0.001) across 
all 34 participants (both groups together).

In the healthy group, electrophysiological response 
predicted memory post-intervention (Ft5(1,15) = 5.286, 
adj. R2 = 0.211, p = 0.03) and in the 1-week follow-
up (FFU1(1,15) = 8.410, adj. R2 = 0.316, p = 0.01) 
but reverted to trend-level at the 3-month follow-up 
(FFU2(1,15) = 3.81, adj. R2FU2 = 0.14, pFU2 = 0.07).

In the CI group, electrophysiological response ini-
tially (i.e., post-intervention and at the 1-week follow-
up) did not predict memory (Ft5(1,14) = 0.41, adj. 
R2 =  − 0.04, p = 0.53, FFU1 (1,14) = 1.15, adj. R2 = 0.01, 
p = 0.30). Interestingly, however, at the 3-months follow-
up, electrophysiological response significantly predicted 
memory (FFU2(1,14) = 6.75, adj. R2 = 0.27, p = 0.02), 
indicating a delayed effect in the CI group.

Fig. 5   Summed power in significant ERSP clusters. The 
summed activity in the time (0–2.5 s) and frequency (0–16 Hz) 
range of interest was calculated within significant clusters 
from the ERSP analyses (cf. Figure 3). As a baseline correc-
tion, power values of each experimental night were divided by 
power values of the baseline night. Linear regression analy-
ses revealed that for the CI group, summed activity increased 

across experimental nights E1 through E3 (orange asterisk), 
while summed activity stayed constant in the healthy group 
(blue “n.s.”). In addition, while nights E1 and E2 exhibited 
significant differences in summed activity between groups, this 
difference was no longer significant at night E3 (black aster-
isks). *p < .05; **p < .01; ***p < .001
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Delayed electrophysiological effect in the CI group

Cluster-based significance testing of the ERSP in 
the experimental nights confirmed diverging pat-
terns of the two groups: in the healthy group, there 
was a consistent, significant (p < 0.01) increase in 
power in the SW (~ 1 Hz), delta (1–4 Hz), and theta 
(4–8  Hz) ranges in all three experimental nights 
around the induced second SW peak (see Fig. 3B). 
In parallel, there was a consistent, but slightly 
shifted, decrease in theta and delta powers and an 
increase in spindle power (12–16  Hz) around the 
induced second SW peak as well as decreased beta 
power (12–16  Hz) in the pre-stimulus window. In 
the CI group, however, the magnitude of induced 
power changes seemed to increase across the three 
experimental nights in the same power frequencies 
(see Fig. 3D).

To quantify this apparent divergence in the pattern 
of PLAS-induced activity, we summed the induced 
power (experimental/baseline) in the time–frequency 
representation of each experimental night and tested 
for linear trends across the consecutive experimental 
nights. The CI group showed a significant increase 
in the summed activity across experimental nights 
(t(16) = 2.08, adj. R2 = 0.06, p = 0.04) compared to the 
healthy group, which exhibited a constant summed 
activity across nights (t(18) = 0.51, adj. R2 =  − 0.01, 
p = 0.60, see Fig. 5). Next, we calculated independent 
t-tests for group differences of the summed activity in 
each experimental night. In nights E1 (t(32) = 4.42, 
p < 0.001) and E2 (t(32) = 3.33, p = 0.002), the 
healthy group exhibited significantly stronger 
summed activity compared to the CI group. In night 
E3, however, this difference was no longer significant 
(t(32) = 1.503, p = 0.142), indicating a delayed elec-
trophysiological response in the CI group that eventu-
ally became comparable to that of the healthy group 
(see Fig. 5).

Finally, we wanted to test if PLAS-induced activ-
ity in specific frequency bands drove the effects on 
memory and plasma Aβ response. For this purpose, 
we extracted induced power in significant time–fre-
quency clusters and regressed these spectral electro-
physiological response values onto memory and Aβ 
change scores. No specific spectral response cluster 
alone consistently predicted Aβ response to treatment 
or memory performance (p > 0.08).

Discussion

In this study, we show that enhancing sleep SW activ-
ity through a PLAS intervention across 3 consecutive 
nights has clear effects on sleep electrophysiology, 
inducing more slow waves and associated faster oscil-
lations, including the delta, theta, and spindle bands. 
The magnitude of the induced SW activity is associ-
ated with improved Aβ dynamics and memory per-
formance in older adults with cognitive impairment. 
We compared this population with a higher risk of 
developing dementia to a previously reported group 
of healthy older adults [36].

First, the CI group exhibits delayed electrophysi-
ological responses to PLAS. In the healthy group, we 
see a strong and stable electrophysiological response 
to PLAS throughout all experimental nights, as previ-
ously reported [36, 37]. In the CI group, however, this 
electrophysiological response increases across the 
intervention period, starting rather weak on the first 
experimental night and only reaching a magnitude 
comparable to that of the healthy group on the third 
(last) experimental night Fig. 5).

Second, while our previous studies indicated that 
healthy older adults require more stimulation nights 
to benefit from PLAS comparably to what the litera-
ture indicates for younger adults [36, 37], the CI group 
seems only exhibit a consistent reaction reflected in a 
correlation between PLAS and memory performance 
months later. Arguably, this very delayed memory 
effect may be a different process taking hold than what 
drives memory gains during the intervention: while 
improved learning capacity may drive the increased 
gains during the intervention, it is probably long-
term consolidation that establishes memory traces 
after 3 months [13]. PLAS could also have enhanced 
retrieval success, but this would arguably impact both 
early and late retrieval and is therefore a weaker candi-
date for being the driving factor here [13]. Hence, we 
argue that PLAS may have improved long-term con-
solidation, but not learning capacity or retrieval suc-
cess, in the CI group (yet). Hypothetically, extending 
the intervention period across more nights might have 
allowed for delayed improvements of learning capac-
ity or retrieval success to manifest in the CI group, 
paralleling the results of the healthy group.

Third, we found that plasma Aβ levels responded 
to treatment in the CI, but not in the healthy group. 
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Notably, this interaction occurred in the absence of dif-
ferences in the ratio between groups at baseline. The 
Aβ response was consistent with beneficial changes 
one would expect due to improved metabolic clear-
ance: Plasma Aβ 42/40 ratios were increased in the 
blood after the intervention period, suggesting Aβ may 
have been removed from the brain and into the blood-
stream [54, 55]. Previously, we reported a weak asso-
ciation between PLAS-related memory improvement 
and beneficial plasma Aβ change from pre- to post-
intervention in a partly overlapping sample of healthy 
older adults [36]. Here, we see a more direct relation 
between instant electrophysiological response to PLAS 
and Aβ dynamics in a CI sample. Only seeing this rela-
tionship in the CI group is not unexpected, as their Aβ 
dynamics are potentially already suboptimal, with room 
for improvement. It has been suggested that improv-
ing Aβ dynamics may mitigate cognitive decline [62]. 
Thus, inducing more SW activity may convey multiple 
synergistic benefits at once: enhancing opportunities 
for memory reorganization to occur and improving Aβ 
dynamics, both benefiting cognitive performance.

Lastly, our findings highlight the need for long-
term assessments—especially in older adults with 
cognitive decline. It seems the hypothesis that older 
brains might need more nights to react to the PLAS 
intervention holds even more strongly for older adults 
with CI. As individuals with cognitive impairment 
exhibit strongly reduced SWS [21, 30], there might 
not be enough remaining SW activity for the stimu-
lation to engage with—at least at first. This indicates 
that “intact” SWS at baseline is needed for enhanc-
ing it, and this enhancement achieved with PLAS 
predicts the degree of cognitive improvement and Aβ 
response [63]. Only after longer intervention peri-
ods, the cumulative effect of repeated PLAS might 
become meaningful as we saw in the electrophysi-
ological effects. Here, we did not see any indication 
that a plateau in the effectiveness of long-term PLAS 
interventions has been reached. Therefore, we argue 
that longer interventions are necessary to unlock the 
full potential of this intervention. As prolonged stud-
ies in a sleep laboratory quickly become ecologically 
and economically unfeasible, it might be advisable 
to employ portable solutions to move the interven-
tion into the comfort of participants’ own home [64]. 
This transition opens new avenues for research and, 
ultimately, the implementation of practical preventive 
tools to challenge cognitive decline.

It is important to identify the target group for such 
interventions to initiate preventive measures before the 
onset of dementia to effectively prevent cognitive decline 
and its underlying factors, such as the accumulation 
of Aβ and memory loss. The predementia continuum 
between cognitively healthy and impaired seems to rep-
resent an opportunity where it is not too late to improve 
Aβ dynamics and/or memory functions with PLAS. 
Therefore, PLAS could be used as a preventative inter-
vention method before diagnoses of dementia occur.

Limitations

Although we did have a solid evaluation of the 
within-participant pre-intervention status, it is impor-
tant to note that this study did not compare results to 
a CI group that performed the same behavioral tasks 
but only received sham stimulation across all nights. 
In previous studies, we did compare healthy older 
adults to such a control group, both between- [36] and 
within-subject [37] and confirmed effects on memory 
and Aβ dynamics were indeed PLAS-induced. There-
fore, we may assume that the same is true here. Still, 
firmer conclusions would have been possible with the 
inclusion of a sham-only control group with CI.

Further limitations are related to the size but 
also the composition of the sample. We deliberately 
included participants on the border between intact 
and impaired cognition. Recruiting a sample of indi-
viduals with amnestic MCI may have led to clearer 
signals in Aβ dynamics but with a greater risk of too 
little SW activity to induce a significant electrophysi-
ological response. Gender and age were not balanced 
across the two groups, with the CI participants being 
mostly male and on average 3–4 years older. How-
ever, including age and gender as covariates in our 
regression models did not change the main results 
(see Online Resource 1), and since our key findings 
were all related to within-group effects, these imbal-
ances are unlikely to be a confounding factor.

We argue that one explanation for the delayed 
effects of PLAS on memory in the CI group may be 
that different memory processes were at play (i.e., 
new learning vs. retrieval success vs. long-term con-
solidation). However, our memory task was designed 
to observe single memory traces across the interven-
tion period to investigate the cumulative effects of 
PLAS. Therefore, it is not optimized to distinguish 
improved learning capacity, retrieval success, and 
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long-term consolidation, leaving this interpretation to 
speculation.

A further limitation is related to the interpreta-
tion of the Aβ changes in the blood given that this 
technique is still being established. We tentatively 
hypothesized that the effect presented here is consist-
ent with improved clearance since this interpretation 
is supported by previous reports linking metabolic 
clearance to SW sleep [21]. Fundamentally, however, 
this interpretation is speculative until direct compara-
tive studies can close this gap. Animal studies could 
directly relate PLAS-induced changes in Aβ dynam-
ics in the blood plasma with Aβ dynamics in the 
brain.

Finally, we currently do not know all the impli-
cations of prolonged PLAS interventions. As we 
suggest longer intervention periods are needed, we 
must pay close attention to potential side effects, like 
impoverished quality of life and sleep. However, a 
recent study utilizing prolonged PLAS in older adults 
in an at-home setting did not report any indications of 
deleterious side effects [65].

Conclusion

With the present study, it is encouraging to see that 
a non-invasive intervention such as PLAS can engen-
der significant (delayed) benefits on a physiological 
(including Aβ) and behavioral level in older adults 
with CI. Thus, further investigation is crucial to 
uncover the underlying mechanisms by which PLAS 
influences memory consolidation and the clearance of 
Aβ in the target population. This study contributes to 
the existing literature on the use of PLAS as a preven-
tive measure against cognitive decline by providing 
further insights into its effects in a specific predemen-
tia population. Enhancing SWS could be a promis-
ing strategy to prevent cognitive decline, potentially 
facilitated using portable auditory stimulation devices 
[64]. Such insights will facilitate the development 
and implementation of effective and efficient preven-
tive tools. PLAS could become a non-invasive home-
based tool to improve SWS and benefit cognitive and 
metabolic health.

Acknowledgements  We thank all interns, students, and assis-
tants for their valuable work during data acquisition. In particu-
lar, we want to thank Linda Skjelsvik and Jacqueline Hänni for 
their significant efforts.

Author contribution  MZ conceptualized the research. MZ, 
MW, CN, and SK designed the experiment. CZ and MW col-
lected the data. MZ, MW, CZ, and CT analyzed the data. CZ 
and KW wrote the first draft of the manuscript. All authors 
edited and approved the final version of the manuscript.

Funding  Open access funding provided by University of 
Bern. This work was supported by the Dementia Research 
Switzerland-Synapsis Foundation, the Peter Bockhoff Foun-
dation, the Heidi Seiler Foundation (2018-PI02), the Dr. med. 
Kurt Fries-Foundation (2021-CDA03), and the Swiss National 
Science Foundation (SNSF) project number 215333.

Declarations 

Conflicts of interest  CN has served on the advisory boards of 
Idorsia, Lundbeck, and Janssen.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Com-
mons Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits 
use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any 
medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Crea-
tive Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The 
images or other third party material in this article are included 
in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not 
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your 
intended use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds 
the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly 
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit 
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

	 1.	 Porter VR, Buxton WG, Avidan AY. Sleep, cognition and 
dementia. Curr psychiatry rep. 2015;17(12):97. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11920-​015-​0631-8.

	 2.	 Li J, Vitiello MV, Gooneratne NS. Sleep in normal aging. 
Sleep med clin. 2018;13(1):1–11. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​jsmc.​2017.​09.​001.

	 3.	 Nelson KL, Davis JE, Corbett CF. Sleep quality: an 
evolutionary concept analysis. Nurs forum (Auckl). 
2022;57(1):144–51. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​nuf.​12659.

	 4.	 de Almondes KM, Costa MV, Malloy-Diniz LF, Diniz BS. 
Insomnia and risk of dementia in older adults: systematic 
review and meta-analysis. J Psychiatr Res. 2016;77:109–
15. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jpsyc​hires.​2016.​02.​021.

	 5.	 Durmer JS, Dinges DF. Neurocognitive consequences 
of sleep deprivation. Semin neurol. 2005;25(1):117–29. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1055/s-​2005-​867080.

	 6.	 Wardle-Pinkston S, Slavish DC, Taylor DJ. Insomnia and 
cognitive performance: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. Sleep Med Rev. 2019;48:101205. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​smrv.​2019.​07.​008.

	 7.	 Lobo A, et  al. Non-cognitive psychopathological symp-
toms associated with incident mild cognitive impair-
ment and dementia, alzheimer’s type. Neurotox Res. 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-015-0631-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-015-0631-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsmc.2017.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsmc.2017.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/nuf.12659
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2016.02.021
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-867080
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2019.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smrv.2019.07.008


GeroScience	

1 3
Vol.: (0123456789)

2008;14(2–3):263–72. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF030​
33815.

	 8.	 Tsapanou A, et al. Sleep and subjective cognitive decline in 
cognitively healthy elderly: results from two cohorts. J Sleep 
Res. 2019;28(5):e12759. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​jsr.​12759.

	 9.	 Wang C, Holtzman DM. Bidirectional relationship 
between sleep and Alzheimer’s disease: role of amyloid, 
tau, and other factors. Neuropsychopharmacol Off Publ 
Am Coll Neuropsychopharmacol. 2020;45(1):104–20. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41386-​019-​0478-5.

	10.	 Feinberg I, Campbell IG. Kinetics of non-rapid eye move-
ment delta production across sleep and waking in young 
and elderly normal subjects: theoretical implications. Sleep. 
2003;26(2):192–200. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​sleep/​26.2.​192.

	11.	 Landolt HP, Borbély AA. Age-dependent changes in sleep 
EEG topography. Clin Neurophysiol Off J Int Fed Clin 
Neurophysiol. 2001;112(2):369–77. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/​s1388-​2457(00)​00542-3.

	12.	 Steriade M, McCormick DA, Sejnowski TJ. Thalamocor-
tical oscillations in the sleeping and aroused brain. Sci-
ence. 1993;262(5134):679–85.

	13.	 Rasch B, Born J. About sleep’s role in memory. Physiol 
Rev. 2013;93(2):681–766. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1152/​physr​
ev.​00032.​2012.

	14.	 Züst MA, et  al. The hierarchy of coupled sleep oscil-
lations reverses with aging in humans. J Neurosci. 
2023;43(36):6268–79. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1523/​JNEUR​
OSCI.​0586-​23.​2023.

	15.	 Carrier J, et al. Sleep slow wave changes during the mid-
dle years of life. Eur J Neurosci. 2011;33(4):758–66. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1460-​9568.​2010.​07543.x.

	16.	 Pace-Schott EF, Spencer RMC. Sleep-dependent memory 
consolidation in healthy aging and mild cognitive impair-
ment. Curr Top Behav Neurosci. 2015;25:307–30. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1007/​7854_​2014_​300.

	17.	 Braak H, Braak E. Neuropathological stageing of 
Alzheimer-related changes. Acta Neuropathol (Berl). 
1991;82(4):239–59. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF003​08809.

	18.	 Hansen N, Rauter C, Wiltfang J. Blood based biomarker 
for optimization of early and differential diagnosis of Alz-
heimer’s dementia. Fortschr Neurol Psychiatr. 2022;90(7–
08):326–35. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1055/a-​1839-​6237.

	19.	 Hardy J, Selkoe DJ. The amyloid hypothesis of Alzhei-
mer’s disease: progress and problems on the road to thera-
peutics. Science. 2002;297(5580):353–6. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1126/​scien​ce.​10729​94.

	20.	 Lee VM-Y, Goedert M, Trojanowski JQ. Neurodegenera-
tive tauopathies. Annu Rev Neurosci. 2001;24(1):1121–
59. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1146/​annur​ev.​neuro.​24.1.​1121.

	21.	 Mander BA, Winer JR, Jagust WJ, Walker MP. Sleep: a 
novel mechanistic pathway, biomarker, and treatment tar-
get in the pathology of Alzheimer’s disease? Trends Neu-
rosci. 2016;39(8):552–66. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​tins.​
2016.​05.​002.

	22.	 Sperling RA, Jack CR, Aisen PS. Testing the right tar-
get and right drug at the right stage. Sci Transl Med. 
2011;3(111). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scitr​anslm​ed.​30026​09.

	23.	 Shokri-Kojori E, et  al. β-Amyloid accumulation in the 
human brain after one night of sleep deprivation. Proc 
Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2018;115(17):4483–8. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1073/​pnas.​17216​94115.

	24.	 Eide PK, Vinje V, Pripp AH, Mardal K-A, Ringstad G. 
Sleep deprivation impairs molecular clearance from the 
human brain. Brain. 2021;144(3):863–74. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1093/​brain/​awaa4​43.

	25.	 Ju Y-ES, et al. Slow wave sleep disruption increases cere-
brospinal fluid amyloid-β levels. Brain. 2017;140(8):2104–
11. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​brain/​awx148.

	26.	 Lucey BP, et al. Effect of sleep on overnight cerebrospinal 
fluid amyloid β kinetics. Ann Neurol. 2018;83(1):197–
204. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​ana.​25117.

	27.	 Masters CL, Bateman R, Blennow K, Rowe CC, Sperling 
RA, Cummings JL. Alzheimer’s disease. Nat Rev Dis Primer. 
2015;1(1):15056. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​nrdp.​2015.​56.

	28.	 Mawuenyega KG, et  al. Decreased clearance of 
CNS β-amyloid in Alzheimer’s disease. Science. 
2010;330(6012):1774–1774. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1126/​scien​
ce.​11976​23.

	29.	 Taillard J, et  al. Non-REM sleep characteristics predict 
early cognitive impairment in an aging population. Front 
Neurol. 2019;10:197. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fneur.​2019.​
00197.

	30.	 Wunderlin M, Züst MA, Fehér KD, Klöppel S, Nissen C. 
The role of slow wave sleep in the development of demen-
tia and its potential for preventative interventions. Psychi-
atry Res Neuroimaging. 2020;306:111178. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​pscyc​hresns.​2020.​111178.

	31.	 Ngo H-VV, Martinetz T, Born J, Mölle M. Auditory 
closed-loop stimulation of the sleep slow oscillation 
enhances memory. Neuron. 2013;78(3):545–53. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuron.​2013.​03.​006.

	32.	 Wunderlin M et  al. Modulating overnight memory con-
solidation by acoustic stimulation during slow wave 
sleep – a systematic review and meta-analysis. Sleep. 
2021;44(7):Art. no. 7. Accessed: Mar. 24, 2022. [Online]. 
Available: https://​boris.​unibe.​ch/​151205/

	33.	 Diep C, Ftouni S, Manousakis JE, Nicholas CL, Drum-
mond SPA, Anderson C. Acoustic slow wave sleep 
enhancement via a novel, automated device improves 
executive function in middle-aged men. Sleep. 
2020;43(1):zsz197. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​sleep/​zsz197.

	34.	 Papalambros NA et  al. Acoustic enhancement of sleep 
slow oscillations and concomitant memory improvement 
in older adults. Front Hum Neurosci. 2017;11.https://​doi.​
org/​10.​3389/​fnhum.​2017.​00109

	35.	 Schneider J, Lewis PA, Koester D, Born J, Ngo H-VV. Sus-
ceptibility to auditory closed-loop stimulation of sleep slow 
oscillations changes with age. Sleep. 2020;43(12):zsaa111. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​sleep/​zsaa1​11.

	36.	 Wunderlin M, et  al. Acoustic stimulation during sleep 
predicts long-lasting increases in memory performance 
and beneficial amyloid response in older adults. Age 
Ageing. 2023;52(12):afad228. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​
ageing/​afad2​28.

	37.	 Wunderlin M, Zeller CJ, Wicki K, Nissen C, Züst MA. 
Acoustic stimulation during slow wave sleep shows 
delayed effects on memory performance in older adults. 
Front Sleep. 2024;2. Accessed: Jan. 05, 2024. [Online]. 
Available: https://​www.​front​iersin.​org/​artic​les/​10.​3389/​
frsle.​2023.​12949​57

	38.	 Davis DH, Creavin ST, Yip JL, Noel-Storr AH, Brayne C, 
Cullum S. Montreal cognitive assessment for the detection 

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03033815
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03033815
https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.12759
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41386-019-0478-5
https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/26.2.192
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1388-2457(00)00542-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1388-2457(00)00542-3
https://doi.org/10.1152/physrev.00032.2012
https://doi.org/10.1152/physrev.00032.2012
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0586-23.2023
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0586-23.2023
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-9568.2010.07543.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/7854_2014_300
https://doi.org/10.1007/7854_2014_300
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00308809
https://doi.org/10.1055/a-1839-6237
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1072994
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1072994
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.24.1.1121
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2016.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2016.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3002609
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1721694115
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1721694115
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awaa443
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awaa443
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awx148
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.25117
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrdp.2015.56
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1197623
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1197623
https://doi.org/10.3389/fneur.2019.00197
https://doi.org/10.3389/fneur.2019.00197
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pscychresns.2020.111178
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pscychresns.2020.111178
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.03.006
https://boris.unibe.ch/151205/
https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsz197
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2017.00109
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2017.00109
https://doi.org/10.1093/sleep/zsaa111
https://doi.org/10.1093/ageing/afad228
https://doi.org/10.1093/ageing/afad228
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/frsle.2023.1294957
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/frsle.2023.1294957


	 GeroScience

1 3
Vol:. (1234567890)

of dementia. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2021;(7). 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​14651​858.​CD010​775.​pub3

	39.	 Nasreddine ZS, et al. The Montreal cognitive assessment, 
MoCA: a brief screening tool for mild cognitive impair-
ment. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2005;53(4):695–9. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1111/j.​1532-​5415.​2005.​53221.x.

	40.	 Netzer NC, Stoohs RA, Netzer CM, Clark K, Strohl 
KP. Using the Berlin questionnaire to identify patients 
at risk for the sleep apnea syndrome. Ann Intern Med. 
1999;131(7):485. https://​doi.​org/​10.​7326/​0003-​4819-​131-
7-​19991​0050-​00002.

	41.	 Crönlein T, et  al. Regensburg insomnia scale (RIS): a 
new short rating scale for the assessment of psycho-
logical symptoms and sleep in insomnia; study design: 
development and validation of a new short self-rating 
scale in a sample of 218 patients suffering from insom-
nia and 94 healthy controls. Health Qual Life Outcomes. 
2013;11(1):65. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​1477-​7525-​11-​65.

	42.	 Yesavage JA, et al. Development and validation of a geri-
atric depression screening scale: a preliminary report. J 
Psychiatr Res. 1982;17(1):37–49. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​
0022-​3956(82)​90033-4.

	43.	 Griefahn B, Kunemund C, Brode P, Mehnert P. Zur Valid-
itat der deutschen Ubersetzung des Morningness-Evening-
ness-Questionnaires von Horne und Ostberg. The Validity 
of a German Version of the Morningness-Eveningness-
Questionnaire Developed by Horne and Ostberg. Som-
nologie. 2001;5(2):71–80. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1046/j.​1439-​
054X.​2001.​01149.x.

	44.	 Shah P, Gaule A, Sowden S, Bird G, Cook R. The 20-item 
prosopagnosia index (PI20): a self-report instrument for 
identifying developmental prosopagnosia. R Soc Open Sci. 
2015;2(6):140343. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1098/​rsos.​140343.

	45.	 Ware JE, Sherbourne CD. The MOS 36-item short-form 
health survey (SF-36). I. Conceptual framework and item 
selection. Med care. 1992;30(6):473–83.

	46.	 Buysse DJ, Reynolds CF, Monk TH, Berman SR, Kup-
fer DJ. The Pittsburgh sleep quality index: a new instru-
ment for psychiatric practice and research. Psychiatry Res. 
1989;28(2). https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0165-​1781(89)​90047-4

	47.	 Papalambros NA, et  al. Acoustic enhancement of sleep 
slow oscillations in mild cognitive impairment. Ann Clin 
Transl Neurol. 2019;6(7):1191–201. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1002/​acn3.​796.

	48.	 Hoddes E, Zarcone V, Smythe H, Phillips R, Dement WC. 
Quantification of sleepiness: a new approach. Psycho-
physiology. 1973;10(4):431–6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​
1469-​8986.​1973.​tb008​01.x.

	49.	 Schulz H, Volk S, Yassouridis A. Measuring tiredness by 
symptoms. Sleep Res. 1991;20:515.

	50.	 Carney CE, et al. The consensus sleep diary: standardizing 
prospective sleep self-monitoring. Sleep. 2012;35(2):287–
302. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5665/​sleep.​1642.

	51.	 Iber C, Ancoli-Israel S, Chesson A, Quan SF (2007) The 
AASM Manual for the scoring of sleep and associated 
events: rules, terminology and technical specifications. 
American Academy of Sleep Medicine. Available at: 
http://​www.​aasmn​et.​org/​scori​ngman​ual/

	52.	 Ruch S, Schmidig FJ, Knüsel L, Henke K. Closed-loop 
modulation of local slow oscillations in human NREM sleep. 
2021. Zenodo. https://​doi.​org/​10.​5281/​zenodo.​62433​51.

	53.	 Wunderlin M, Koenig T, Zeller C, Nissen C, Züst MA. 
Automatized online prediction of slow-wave peaks during 
non-rapid eye movement sleep in young and old individu-
als: why we should not always rely on amplitude thresholds. 
J Sleep Res. 2022;e13584. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​jsr.​13584

	54.	 Thijssen EH, et  al. Highly specific and ultrasensitive 
plasma test detects Abeta(1–42) and Abeta(1–40) in Alz-
heimer’s disease. Sci Rep. 2021;11(1):9736. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1038/​s41598-​021-​89004-x.

	55.	 Verberk IMW, et  al. Combination of plasma amyloid 
beta(1–42/1-40) and glial fibrillary acidic protein strongly 
associates with cerebral amyloid pathology. Alzhei-
mers Res Ther. 2020;12(1):118. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
s13195-​020-​00682-7.

	56.	 Graff-Radford NR, et al. Association of low plasma Abeta42/
Abeta40 ratios with increased imminent risk for mild cog-
nitive impairment and Alzheimer disease. Arch Neurol. 
2007;64(3):354–62. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1001/​archn​eur.​64.3.​354.

	57.	 Liu H, et  al. Acute sleep loss decreases CSF-to-blood 
clearance of Alzheimer’s disease biomarkers. Alzheimers 
Dement J Alzheimers Assoc. 2023;19(7):3055–64. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1002/​alz.​12930.

	58.	 Karras T, Laine S, Aila T. A style-based generator archi-
tecture for generative adversarial networks. 2018. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​48550/​ARXIV.​1812.​04948

	59.	 Oostenveld R, Fries P, Maris E, Schoffelen J-M. 
FieldTrip: open source software for advanced analysis of 
MEG, EEG, and invasive electrophysiological Data. Com-
put Intell Neurosci. 2010;2011:e156869. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1155/​2011/​156869.

	60.	 Delorme A, Makeig S. EEGLAB: an open source tool-
box for analysis of single-trial EEG dynamics including 
independent component analysis. J Neurosci Methods. 
2004;134(1):Art. no. 1.

	61.	 Bigdely-Shamlo N, Mullen T, Kothe C, Su K-M, Robbins 
KA. The PREP pipeline: standardized preprocessing for 
large-scale EEG analysis. Front Neuroinformatics. 2015;9. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fninf.​2015.​00016

	62.	 Pang M, et  al. Effect of reduction in brain amyloid lev-
els on change in cognitive and functional decline in 
randomized clinical trials: an instrumental variable 
meta-analysis. Alzheimers Dement J Alzheimers Assoc. 
2023;19(4):1292–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​alz.​12768.

	63.	 Hoy KE, et al. Gamma connectivity predicts response to 
intermittent theta burst stimulation in Alzheimer’s dis-
ease: a randomized controlled trial. Neurobiol Aging. 
2023;132:13–23. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​neuro​biola​ging.​
2023.​08.​006.

	64.	 Zeller CJ, Züst MA, Wunderlin M, Nissen C, Klöppel S. 
The promise of portable remote auditory stimulation tools 
to enhance slow-wave sleep and prevent cognitive decline. 
J Sleep Res. 2023. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/​jsr.​13818.

	65.	 Lustenberger C et  al. Auditory deep sleep stimulation in 
older adults at home: a randomized crossover trial. Com-
mun Med. 2022;2(1), Art. no. 1. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​
s43856-​022-​00096-6

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard 
to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional 
affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD010775.pub3
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2005.53221.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2005.53221.x
https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-131-7-199910050-00002
https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-131-7-199910050-00002
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7525-11-65
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3956(82)90033-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3956(82)90033-4
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-054X.2001.01149.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1439-054X.2001.01149.x
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.140343
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-1781(89)90047-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/acn3.796
https://doi.org/10.1002/acn3.796
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8986.1973.tb00801.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8986.1973.tb00801.x
https://doi.org/10.5665/sleep.1642
http://www.aasmnet.org/scoringmanual/
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6243351
https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13584
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-89004-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-89004-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13195-020-00682-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13195-020-00682-7
https://doi.org/10.1001/archneur.64.3.354
https://doi.org/10.1002/alz.12930
https://doi.org/10.1002/alz.12930
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1812.04948
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1812.04948
https://doi.org/10.1155/2011/156869
https://doi.org/10.1155/2011/156869
https://doi.org/10.3389/fninf.2015.00016
https://doi.org/10.1002/alz.12768
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2023.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2023.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1111/jsr.13818
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43856-022-00096-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43856-022-00096-6

	Multi-night acoustic stimulation is associated with better sleep, amyloid dynamics, and memory in older adults with cognitive impairment
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Methods
	Participants
	Study design and material
	Sleep scoring and acoustic stimulation
	Amyloid beta (Aβ)
	Face-occupation associations (FOA) task

	Statistical analysis
	PLAS-induced electrophysiological responses based on event-related potentials and spectral perturbations


	Results
	Sleep architecture
	Electrophysiological response to PLAS: induced second slow-wave peak
	PLAS-induced electrophysiological response predicts amyloid beta (Aβ) response to treatment
	Delayed memory effect in the CI group
	Delayed electrophysiological effect in the CI group

	Discussion
	Limitations
	Conclusion

	Acknowledgements 
	References


